UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 03-1515

KELVI N SI MVONS,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

MARY J. HUFF, fornmerly known as Mary H
Si rmons; LI NDA  STARKE, Soci al Wor ker ,
Chesterfield/ Colonial Heights Departnent of
Soci al Servi ces; CHESTERFI ELDY COLONI AL HEI GHTS
DEPARTMENT OF SOCI AL SERVI CES; PAMELA MOSELEY,
Soci al Worker, Virginia Departnment of Soci al
Servi ces, Henri co District Ofice; S.
HI NTON- MCRAE, Support Enforcenent Speciali st,
Virginia Departnent of  Social Ser vi ces,
Henrico District Ofice; VIRG N A DEPARTMENT
OF SOCI AL SERVI CES; COUNTY OF CHESTERFI ELD,
VIRG NI A;  CHESTERFI ELD COUNTY COVMONVEALTH
ATTORNEY OFFICE; MARY E. LANGER, ELIZABETH
SMYERS, O fice of the Commobnweal th Attorney;
CHESTERFI ELD COUNTY POLI CE DEPARTMENT; R D.
ASH, Detective, #646; J. T. WLLIAMS, Oficer,
#449, Chesterfield County Police Departnent;
THOVAS J. LOVI NG

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Eastern
District of Virginia, at R chnond. James R Spencer, District
Judge. (CA-03-90-3)

Subm tted: July 24, 2003 Deci ded: July 29, 2003




Before M CHAEL and MOTZ, Circuit Judges, and HAMLTON, Seni or
Crcuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opi nion.

Kel vin Simmons, Appellant Pro Se. St ephen Vaughan Somrers,
HAI RFI ELD, MORTON, WATSON & ADAMS, P.L.C., Richnond, Virginia;
St even Lat hamM cas, County Attorney, M chael Steven Jonas Chernau,
COUNTY ATTORNEY' S OFFI CE, Chesterfield, Virginia; Andrew Caneron
O Brion, OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF VIRG NIA, Richnond,
Virginia, Joshua Noah Lief, SANDS, ANDERSON, MARKS & M LLER
Ri chnond, Virginia, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).

PER CURI AM

Kel vin Simmons appeals the district court’s order denying
relief on his civil conplaints. W have reviewed the record and
find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmfor the reasons

stated by the district court. See Simmons v. Huff, No. CA-03-90-3

(E.D. Va. Apr. 18, 2003). W dispense with oral argunent because
the facts and |l egal contentions are adequately presented in the
materials before the court and argument would not aid the

deci si onal process.
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